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would not interfere with the practice of the administration to admit
the wife of a domiciled Asiatic so long she was the only wife of
his in South Africa. This so-called forbearance, it must be re-
membered, would not have saved the wives and children thus
admitted on sufference from the other consequences already
adverted to of the Searle judgment. Indians were not to be satis-
fied with exchanging the legal status of their wives for a position
of total uncertainty in law, notwithstanding their admission.
They were not prepared to put up with the implied slur on their
womenfolk. The Government, therefore, reluctantly, in a most
niggardly spirit, and in instalments, accepted, first Mr. Alexan-
der's and then Senator Schreiner's amendments to the Immigra-
tion Bill that was under consideration by the Union Parliament,
But the amendments, being hastily drawn, gave (if they did at
all) partial relief only. For they legalized Indian monogamous
marriages celebrated outside South Africa, no matter under what
religious rites they were solemnized. These amendments, there-
fore, left undefined the status of women married or to be married
in South Africa. Indians now contend that Indian marriages
celebrated in South Africa should be placed upon the same foot-
ing as those celebrated in India. And this, as has been1 pointed
out to the Government, can be done with but a slight alteration
in the Immigration Act or by an amendment of the marriage laws
of the Union*

We have used the expression "if they did at all" with refe-
rence to the relief granted by the amendments. This qualifica-
tion has become necessary owing to the attitude of the Government
ia the case of Kulsumbibi now pending before the Supreme
Court* The Immigration Officer at Durban, no doubt upon ins-
troctibns from the Government, has raised the question whe-
ther a marriage celebrated under the rites of a religion which
permits polygamy can be called monogamous, although the
woman so married may be the only wife of her husband. This
issue the Government need not have raised. But they evidently
intend to show that the amendments made were not made in
good faith. They were made ostensibly to meet the Indian
demand for legalization2 of Indian marriages. Mr. Alexander's
amendments fell short of that Mr, Schreiner's was, therefore, ac-
cepted. The Government knew that the most popular religions of
India, viz., Hinduism and Ham, did not prohibit polygamy. If,
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